There was a time, some time ago now, when theropod dinosaur remains were habitually referred to the genus Megalosaurus, initially based on specimens from the Middle Jurassic of Oxfordshire. Those that escaped that taxonomic fate were often referred to the genus Streptospondylus, originally from the Middle Jurassic of Normandy, not all that far south of Oxfordshire. Among these specimens was a skeleton from the Oxford region excavated in 1870. Although incomplete, it was, as far as I know, the most complete large theropod skeleton excavated to that time, and the first skeleton of a large theropod to become known. This specimen is described in this monograph. Although first discussed by Phillips in 1871, the subject of two papers by Nopcsa (1905 Nopcsa ( , 1906 , and named by Walker in 1964, a thorough description and phylogenetic analysis are, for the first time, presented here. The works of Phillips and Nopcsa were constrained by the state of the specimen, as preparation was not completed until 1924 for, as the authors put it, the princely sum of £100.
The monograph commences with an introduction stating the significance of the specimen for understanding theropod evolution: it is the most complete Middle Jurassic theropod skeleton from Europe, or, indeed from anywhere other than those treasuries of dinosaur specimens, Argentina and China. This is followed by a clear account of the history of the specimen and the tangled vicissitudes of its generic assignment. The description occupies the following 37 pages, with every element figured in crisp photographs in several views. The specimen is then compared with other Middle Jurassic large theropods and a phylogenetic analysis presented. The monograph closes with paleobiological discussions of the evolution and paleozoogeography of spinosauroids and the ontogenetic status of the specimen (it is from an immature individual).
Particularly admirable features of the monograph include the high quality of the photographs, and the choice of the authors (and, I assume, the Society) to illustrate almost every element (2 of the 12 caudals are omitted) that could be located in the collection. But a few pieces, especially the isolated teeth, seem to have gone astray. The illustrations of the cranial elements are of such quality that I could clearly discern features that I take to be attachment areas for the jaw adductors. In addition, this monograph is refreshingly free from typographic errors and misspellings, unlike some publications from other sources (including other professional societies) I have recently seen.
The description is sound and thorough, and should provide the ultimate reference for this specimen. The comparative section is comprehensive and includes comparisons with all but two relevant taxa, those comparisons having been recently published elsewhere. The abstract is concise and clearly states the significance and basic conclusions (in four languages).
On a personal note, I found the figure showing the orientation of the intercondylar groove of the quadrate condyle interesting. In many theropods (e.g., Allosaurus and the tyrannosaurids) this groove is orientated at an angle to the longitudinal axis of the skull, and thus would have caused the mandible to spread at the back when the mouth was opened. Although this condition is apparently widespread among theropods, it is not found in all, Labocania, for example, lacks an intercondylar groove. Here this groove is seemingly inclined to the long axis of the skull at an angle of about 60
• -it is about 50 • in T. rex and only about 30
• in Allosaurus fragilis-suggesting that the backs of the mandible would spread relatively more widely in Eustreptospondylus, as the mouth is opened, than in most theropods. Without complete mandibles it's not wise to speculate on the functional significance of this, but it does suggest the possibility of some difference in feeding style from other taxa such as Allosaurus and Tyrannosaurus. The price is unfortunately astronomical, more than the cost of the preparing the specimen (albeit, that was nearly a century ago). If more than one monograph is desired, probably the cheapest way of obtaining a copy is to join the Society, whose dues are less than the cost of this monograph, and include 50% discounts on the available monographs.
In closing, I should say that I enjoyed reading this monograph, and that it should, along with those describing Allosaurus, Ceratosaurus, and Piatnitz kysaurus, form the basis for our understanding of large theropods and their evolution during the Jurassic. Its only defect, in my opinion, is its price.
RALPH E. MOLNAR Research Associate Museum of Northern Ariz ona Flagstaff, Ariz ona 86001 U.S.A.

LITERATURE CITED
